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Dear Sin 

PETITION TO REVIVE AN APPLICATION FOR PATENT ABANDONED UNAVOIDABLY 
UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(a) OR ALTERNATIVELY TO REVIVE AN APPLICATION FOR 
PATENT ABANDONED UNINTENTIONALLY UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b) 

The above-identified application (this "application") became abandoned for 
"Applicants' failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office letter mailed on 17 October 2003. 
A reply was received on 04 October 2004 (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated 
04 October 2004), which is after the expiration of the period for reply which expired on 1 7 
November 2003/ The Notice of Abandonment was mailed by the Office on December 21, 
2005 and was received by Applicants' attorneys on December 23, 2005. 



Unavoidable Delay: 

Applicants hereby petition for revival of this application by reason of unavoidable 
delay. The above-Identified application became abandoned for failure to file a timely and 
proper reply to the Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment mailed on October 17, 2003. The 
period for reply expired on November 17, 2003. The requirements for a grantable petition to 
revive for unavoidable delay are set forth in 37 C.F.R. 1.137(a). They are (1) Petition fee; (2) 
Reply and/or issue fee; (3) Terminal disclaimer with disclaimer fee-required for all utility and 
plant applications filed before June 8. 1995. and for all design applications: and (4) Adequate 
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In satisfaction of these requirements Applicants submit that: 

(1) The Commissioner Is hereby authorized to charge counsel's Deposit Account 20- 
0782/SEON/168CIP1 for the Petition fee in the amount of $250. The Commissioner is 
further authorized to charge counsel's Deposit Account 20-0782/SEDN/168CIP1 for any 
other fees due to make this Petition timely and complete. 

(2) A reply to the Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment was filed on October 4, 2004 
and is of record. In the event this application was deemed by the Office to be abandoned, In 
the reply to the Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment filed on October 4 ( 2004, Applicants 
petitioned the Office to withdraw any holding of abandonment because the October 17, 2003 
Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment had not been received. 

(3) This application was filed after June 8, 1995, and therefore a Terminal disclaimer 
is not required. 

(4) An adequate showing of the cause of unavoidable delay is set forth below: 

A response to the Office Action mailed on June 3, 2005 was filed on September 3, 

2003. 

On May 24, 2004, Applicants filed a Status Inquiry requesting the anticipated date of 
the next Office Action. Applicants did not receive a response to the Status Inquiry, 

On October 4, 2004, Examiner Son P. Huynh called Applicants' counsel and asked if 
Applicants had deliberately not responded to the Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment 
mailed on October 17, 2003. The Examiner was advised that the Notice of Non-Compliant 
Amendment had not been received, and the Examiner faxed a copy of the October 17, 2003 
Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment to Eamon J. Well and Laura Crater on October 4, 
2004. On October 4 f 2004, Applicants filed a Response to the Notice of Non-Compliant 
Amendment mailed on October 17. 2003 but not received by Applicants until October 4, 
2004. In the response, Applicants submitted that "[SJhould the Office deem this 
application to have been abandoned, Applicants' respectfully petition the Office to 
withdraw the holding of abandonment because the October 17, 2003 Notice of Non- 
Compliant Amendment was not received." Pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 1 -181(a), the showing 
required to establish nonreceipt of an Office communication must include a statement from 



2 

PAfX 2» s RCVD AT 1/3f2886 1 0:39:33 AM (Eastern Stanffard Tone] f SVR:(»PTO€FXRF«25 f DNIS:2738300 s CSD^17325309808 g DU8A11 OH 0nm-ss):O1*2S 



/an-03-2006 II42» Ffonj-Moser. Patterson 4 Shaxi dan, LLP - NJ +17325308808 T-046 P.004/004 F-118 



Atiy. Dkt No. SEON/168CIP1 
Serial No. 09/359,561 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request revival of the above-identified application. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Eamon J. Wall, Attorney 
Registration No. 39,414 
Telephone: 732-530-9404 
Facsimile: 732-530-9808 

PATTERSON & SHERIDAN, LLP 
595 Shrewsbury Avenue, Suite 100 
Shrewsbury, New Jersey 07702 
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